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CURRENT DECISIONS 

Citizenship — Naturalization — Alien Wife of Alien. — The plaintiff and her 
husband were born in Hungary. They ceased living together in 1912, and the 
husband was believed to have returned to his native land. In 1920 the wife pre- 
sented a petition for naturalization which the clerk refused to file on the ground 
that she was the wife of an alien. She procured an order of the federal District 
Court requiring the clerk to file the petition. The Department of Labor objected. 
Held, that the petition should be denied because the wife of an alien could not 
become a naturalized citizen of the United States. In re Guary (1921, S. D. 
N. Y.) 271 Fed. 968. 

The court observed that it would be an anomaly if the wife of an alien hus- 
band could become a citizen of the United States, when by section 3 of the Act 
of March 2, 1907 (34 Stat, at L. 1228) any American woman who marries a for- 
eigner takes the nationality of her husband. See also United States v. Cohen 
(1910, C. C. A. 2d) 179 Fed. 834. It is an interesting example of how reasoning by 
analogy may result in judicial legislation. See Van Dyne, Law of Naturalization 
(1907) 51 ; Borchard, Diplomatic Protection of Citizens Abroad (1916) sees. 
263-268. 

Constitutional Law — Licenses — Motor Trucks of Mail-Carrying Con- 
tractor not Exempt. — The defendant contracted to carry mail for the Federal 
Government, and to use certain motor trucks exclusively for that purpose. A 
state statute (Wash. Laws, 1915, ch. 142, sec. 15, as amended by Laws, 1919, ch. 46. 
sec. 1) made it unlawful to operate motor trucks on the public highways without 
first having obtained a license. Held, that the contractor was not relieved from 
complying with the statute. State v. Wiles (1921, Wash.) 199 Pac. 749. 

It is clear that a state government may not tax federal agencies. Dodd, 
Implied Powers and Implied Limitations in Constitutional Law (1919) 29 Yale 
Law Journal, 140. Nor may it materially interfere with the orderly exercise of 
a federal power. See Johnson v. Maryland (1920) 254 U. S. 51, 41 Sup. Ct. 16, 
commented on (1921) 30 Yale Law Journal, 426, (1921) 34 Harv. L. Rev. 434. 
The court is seemingly correct in considering the contractor as neither a direct 
representative of the government, nor its agent in any sense. The license was not 
a direct tax on the property of the federal government or on the exercise of a 
federal power, but was directly on the individual, affecting the government only 
indirectly. 

Courts— Contempt of Court — Publication Criticizing a Terminated Case. — 
The District Court denied the application of the City of New York to have 
the petitioner, a member of the City Board of Estimate and Apportionment, 
appointed co-receiver of a street railroad company. The petitioner then wrote a 
letter criticizing the decision on the ground that it denied the petitioner and 
other members of the board any access to the books and records of the com- 
pany, a privilege necessary for the protection of public interests. Held, that 
the publication of the letter was not criminal contempt. Ex Parte Craig (1921, 
C. C. A. 2d) 274 Fed. 177. 

The decision was based on two grounds: (1) that the letter, being merely a 
criticism made in good faith, was not contemptuous ; and (2) that it was written 
when there was no proceeding pending before the court. It could thus not be 
construed as misbehavior "so near the presence of the court as to obstruct the 
administration of justice." The case accords with the general rule in the United 
States in holding that a publication criticizing a court concerning proceedings 
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